
STATE OF CNliORhLA - OCPARTVENI Fl\AhCZ 

ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

- .. -.. -- 
A ESTIMATED PRIVATE SECTOR COST IMPACTS (Include ~ l c u l a l ~ ~ n s  atid assumptiis in the rulemakmg remrd.] 

... . - . 

(REGULATIONS AND ORDERS) 
STD. 399 (RN. 1 2 1 2 ~ ~ )  See SAM Section 6601 - 6616 forlnsfructions and Code Cifafions 

1. Check the appropriate box(es) below to indicate whether this regutatimn: 

a. impacts businesses andlor employees e. Imposes repardng requirements 

C] b. Impacts small businesses rn f. Imposes prescriptive instead of performance 

c. Impacts jobs oroccu<ations g. Impacts individuals 

[I] d. Impacts California mmpetiiiveness h. None of the above (Explain below. completethe 
Fiscal lmpact Statement as appropriate.) 

h, (cant,) NO significant Impacts arc anticipated. 

(If any box in Items 1 a through g is checked, complete this Economic lmpact Statement.) 

2. Enterthe total number of businesses impacted: Desaibe the types of businesses (Indude nonprofits.): 

Enter the number or percentage of total businesses impacted that are small businesses: 

3. Enter the number of businesses that will be created: eliminated: 

TELEPHONENUMBER 

916-928-EXIT 
NOTICE FILE NUMBER 

Z 

DEPARTMENT NAME 

Department oTFish and Game 

4. Indicate the geographic extent of impam: Statewide [7 Local or regional (Listareas.): 

ECONOMIC IMPACT STATEMENT 

CONTACT PERSON 

Debbie Noriepa 

5. Enter the number of jobs created: oreliminated:- Describe the types ofjabs or occupations impacted: 

OESCRlPilMTlTLE FROM NOTICE REGISTEROR FORM4W 

ALDS and Co~ntnercial Fishing Applications 

6. Will the regulation affect the ability of California businesses to cmpete with other states by making it more msUy to pmduce goods or services here? 

0 Yes If yes, explain briefly: 

--- - . . . . .. - .. . - . . . . .- 
B ESTIMATED COSTS (Include calculatlo~~and assumpGons in the Nlemaking remrd.) 

.. - 

1. What are the total statewide dollar msts that businesses and individuals may Incur to comply with this regulation over its ldetime? S 

a. Initial costs for a small business: $ Annual ongoing msts: $ Years: 

b. Initial costs for a typical business: $ Annual ongoing msts: $ Years: - 

c. Initial costs for an individual: $ Annual ongoing msts: $ Yean: - 
d. Describe other economic msts that may occur: 



ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT cont. (STD. 399, Rev. 12/2008) 

2. if multiple industries are impacted, enter the share of total costs for each industry: 

3. if the reguiation imposes reporb'ng requirements, enter Vle annual costs a W i l  business may inwrto compiy with these requirements. (Include the dollar 

costs to do programming, record keeping, reporling, and other papetwork, whether or not the paperwork must be submitted.): 5 

4. Will this regulation directly impact housing costs? Yes No If yes, enter the annual dollar cost per housing unit: and the 

number of units: 

5. Are there comparable Federal regulations? [7 Yes No Explain the need for State reguklion given the edstence or absence of Federal 

regulations: 

Enter any additional costs to businesses andlw individuals that may be due to State - Federal diierences: $ 

. . . .. -- . 
C ESTIMATED BENEFI I S (Estimation of Vle dollar va% bf benefits is clot spcnically required by rulemaklng law. but en&Gged ) ..... 

1. Briefly summarize Vle benefns that may resun from Vlis regulation and who wll benem: 

2. Are the benefns the result of: [7 specific statutoryrequirements, or [7 goals developed by the agency based on broad statutory authorily? 

Explain: 

3. What are the total statewide beneMs from this regulation over its lifetime? S 
. . 

ALTERNATIVES TO THE HEGULATION ( i n d u d e - c a & & v  
speclfcally required by rulamakmg law, bul encouraged ) - .. .. -- 
1. List alternatives considered and describe them below. If no alternatives were considered, explain why not: 

2. Summarize the total statewide costs and beneiits from this regulation and each alternative considered: 

Regulation: Benefit: $ Cost: $ 

Alternative 1: BeneM: $ Cost: % 

Alternative 2: Benefn: S Cost: S 

3. Briefly discuss any quantification issues that are relevant to a comparison of estimated costs and bene% fw this regutali i or alternatives: 

4. Rulemaking law requires agencies to consider performance standards as an alternative. if a regulation mandates the use of specific technologies or 

equipment, or prescribes specific actions or procedures. Were performance standards considered to lower compliance costs? [7 Yes 17 No 

Explain: 

E. MAJOR REGULATiONS (Indude calculations and assumptins in the mlemaking record.) CailEPA boards, offices, and departments are subject to the 
following additional requirements per Heanh and Safety Code s e d i i  57005. 
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ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT cont. (STD. 399, Rev. 1212008) 

1. Will the estimated costs of this regulation to California business enterprises exceed $10 million ? Yes No (If No, ship the rest of this section.) 

2. Briefly describe each equally as an effective alternative. or wrnbination of alternatives, for which a mst-effectiveness analysis was performed: 

Alternative 1: 

Alternative 2: 

3. Far the regulation, and each alternative just described, enter the estimated total wst  and overail cost-effectiveness ratia: 

Regulation: $ Cost-effectiveness ratio: $ 

Alternative 1: $ Cmtef fectknea r a t b  $ 

Alternative 2: $ Cmt-effectiveness raw: $ 

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

A. FISCAL EFFECT ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Indicate appmpriate boxes1 through 6 and attach cakolatians and assumptions of fiscal impact for the current 
year and two subsequent Fiscal Years.) 

1. Additional expenditures of appmxirnately $ in the current State Fiscal Yearwhich are reimbursable by the State pursuant ta 

Section 6 of Article Xlll B of the California Constitution and Secbbns 17500 et seq. ofthe Government Cnde. Funding for this reimbursement: 

[7 a. Is provide d in . Budget Act of or Chapter Statutes of 

b. will be requested in the Governor's Budget for appmpriatiin in Budget Act of 
(FIScI\LrnR) 

2. Additional expenditures of approximately $ in the current State Fiscal Year which are not reimbursable by the State pursuant to 

Section 6 of Article Xlll B of the California Constitution and Sections 17500 et seq. of the Government Code because this regulation: 

a. implements the Federal mandate mta lned in 

b. implements the court mandate set forth by the 

wrt in the case of VS. 

C. implements a mandate of the pwple of this State expressed in their appmval of Proposition No. at the 

election: (DATE) 

d. is issued only in response to a spedfc request from the 

, which islare the only local entity@) affected: 

e. will be fully financed irom the authorized by Section 
(FEES. RCIVIUE. ETC) 

[7 f provides for savings to each affected unit of local government which will, a ta  minimum, offset any addiiional wsts to each such unit; 

g. creates, eliminates, or changes the penalty fora new crime or infraction contained in 

[7 3. Savings of approximately $ annually. 

[7 4. No additional msts or savings because this regulatian makes only technical, non-substantive or clarifying changes to current law regulations 
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ECONOMIC AND FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT cont. (STD. 399, Rev. 1212008) 

5. No fiscal impact exists because this regulation does not affect any local ent i i  or program. 

0 6 .  m e r .  

B. FISCAL EFFECT ON STATE GOMIWMENT (IntYcete appopriate boxes 1 thmugh 4 and ;dtach d d a l h m  and assumptms of fiscal impact for the c u m  
year and twa subsequent Fiscal Yeam ) 

1 . Addbnal expendiires of- $ in the  rent St& Fiscal Year. It is anticipated t k t  State agendes will: 

a. be able to absorb Umse additimal ax& uithin Ihek e?istkg buge(s and msmres. 

b. questan inaease intheanrenttyauthaized budget level fathe ftscal year. 

2. Savings of approximately $ in the current SWe Fiscal Year. 

3. No fi-I impact exists because this regulation does not affed any State agency or program. 

4. Other. 

C. FISCAL EFFECT ON FEDERAL FUNDING OF STATE PROGRAMS (Indicate appopriate -1 UWW@I 4 and dfach cakuktkm and assumptions of fiscal 
impact fathe wrrent year and two subsequent F i  Yeers.) 

0 1 . Additional expenditures ofappmrjmatelyS inthecunmkStateFiscalYew. 

2. Savings of ofappmximatdy $ inthecuRentSrateFiYear. 

DATE 

April 19,2010 

AGENCY SECRETARY' 
APPROVAUCONCURRENCE 

PROGRAM'UUDGET MANAGER 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE 
APPROVAUCONCURRENCE 

1. The signaiure attests b t  me agency has mmpleted the STD.399 amwdhg to BSeimhcSms h SAMsedans BBOl-6616, andunderstands the 
impacts of Be pmposed rule-. State bosrds. dfices. adepmrmtnotunderan Agency Seneterymusfhsw the fam signed by me highest 
ranking officialin the aganizebbn. 

2 Finance approvalandsignaturn is mq&.sd W n  SAMssdMs BgOlSBl6 q u i r e  mmpsliar afF&aI mpadSfatementin the STD.399. 
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